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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (&) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,™ which in

effect requires cable companies teo integrate CableCARDs inte their own
gset-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten vears after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will alsc help

market competitlion prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
abllity to make leglitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commilission recognized Lhe importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright helder's wishes. With
conpetition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
avallable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Steven Linder

4308 N Menard Ave
Chicago, IL 60634-1720
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As a conhsumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR T78.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers, The "integration bhan" will alsc help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protecticn limits ("encoding rules") in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV ceontent, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restricticns
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
“ompetition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Jamiel Fozxworthy

34900 Casa Loma Reoad
Alta, CA 95701
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Ag a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunicaticns Act of 19%6, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competiticon prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ablliity to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

deccket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers tc make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Flease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr., Gregory Sanders

244 8 5th St Apt E
Springfield, IL 62701-1435
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.12041({a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cabkle providers, The FCC's "integraticn ban," which in

effect requires cable ccocmpanies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 19%06, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will alsc help

marxet competition prevent further restricticons on cable subscribers’
abiliity to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to chcose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
avallable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Eric Eubank

5635 Jonamac Pl Apt 2D
Roanoke, VA 24019-6124
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As a consumer infterested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, T urge you to refuse reguests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, anhd all
ather cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs intc their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers, The "integration ban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers®
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection iimits ("encoding rules™) in

decket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes., With
competitlion spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
avallable, The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cabkle providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. John Velner

1049 Bristel St
Rdrian, MI 49221-2414
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As a tonsumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
cther cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
compariies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (“enceding rules") in

docket no., 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integraticn ban, consumers wculd have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available, The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
rompetition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Kevin Sprout

2% Newport Way
San Rafael, CA 94501-4410
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A5 a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204({(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers, The FCC's "integration ban," which in

effect regquires cable companies to Integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten yvears after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companlies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits {"encoding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cakble-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restricticns that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Jerry Darrah

13101 E 40th St S
Independence, MO 64055-4315




